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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant’s arguments, see Applicant’s remark, filed on 02/06/2008, with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-3, 5-14, and 21-30 under 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 

However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Beetesson et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5,877,745). 

(I) Applicant’s argument: 

In response to applicant’s remark on pages 9-11, Applicant argues that Riazi fails 
to teach a display driver and video-audio receiver and demodulator does not translate 
data as recited in claim 25. 

In response to applicant’s arguments, Examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
applicant’s argument. Applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant’s invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., display driver) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181,26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Furthermore, the video-audio receiver and demodulator convert the RF signal receive 
from the transceiver 128 of the base station 20 to provide the video data to display 14 
(see figure 8, col.6, 1-15). Therefore, the teaching of Aiazi still read on. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The newly added subject matter of “a second 
display driver coupled between the second computer display device and the second 
monitor wireless transceiver, wherein the second display driver is configured to: receive 
from the second monitor wireless transceiver video data contained in wireless signals 
transmitted from the computer wireless transceiver, translate the received video data 
from the second monitor wireless transceiver to produce translated video data, and 
provide the translated video data to the second computer display device” to 
independent claim 28 is considered new matter because the specification as original 
filed does not provide to support for such limitation. In the specification, page 7, In.1-5 
disclosed a multiple monitors but the multiple monitors did not have a specific of the 
arrangement in claim 28. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Riazi et 
al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter, “Riazi”) . 

Regarding claim 25 , Riazi teaches a computer system comprising (see figure 


1 ): 


a computer main unit (see figure 1, computer 30); 

a computer wireless transceiver connected to said computer main unit (see 
figures 1&9, modem 128 is inside the base station 20, computer 30), and 

a first wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, wireless monitor 10), including: 
a monitor wireless transceiver (see figure 1, figure 8, wireless monitor 14, data radio 
modem 112) configured to receive from the computer main unit via the computer 
wireless transceiver video data corresponding to a video signal (see figure 1, figures 8- 
9, data radio modem 112 is received the video data from the computer 30 via the data 
radio modem 128 of the base station 20); 

a computer display device connected to said monitor wireless transceiver and 
communicating signals to and receiving communication signals from said monitor 
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wireless transceiver (see figure 8, display 14 receive the video data from data radio 
modem 112), and 

data translation means (see figure 8, read on a video- audio receiver and 
demodulator 110), coupled between said computer display device and said monitor 
wireless transceiver (see figure 8, a video- audio receiver and demodulator 110, display 

14, data radio modem 112), for receiving from the monitor wireless transceiver video 
data contained in wireless signals transmitted from the computer wireless transceiver 
(see figure 8, col.6, ln.1-15, a video- audio receiver and demodulator 110 convert the 
RF signal receive from the transceiver 128 of the base station 20 to provide the video 
data to display 14), translating the received video data to produce translated video data, 
and providing the translated video data to the computer display device (see col.6, ln.1- 

15, a video- audio receiver and demodulator 110 convert the RF signal receive from the 
transceiver 128 of the base station 20 to provide the video data to display 14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5-6, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter, “Riazi”) in 
view of Beetesson et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5,877,745, hereinafter, “Beetesson” 
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Regarding claim 1 . Riazi teaches a computer system (see figure 1), comprising: 
a computer main unit (see figure 1, computer 30), 

a computer wireless transceiver connected to a computer main unit (see figure 1, 
figure 9, data radio modem 128, base station 20, main computer 30); 

a monitor wireless transceiver (see figure 1, figure 8, wireless monitor 14, data 
radio modem 112) configured to receive from the computer main unit via the computer 
wireless transceiver video data corresponding to a video signal (see figure 1, figures 8- 
9, data radio modem 112 is received the video data from the computer 30 via the data 
radio modem 128 of the base station 20); 

a computer display device (see monitor 14), connected to the monitor wireless 
transceiver (data radio modem 112), for receiving communication signals from the 
monitor wireless transceiver (see figure 8, display 14 receive the video data from data 
radio modem 112); and 

a video- audio receiver and demodulator (see figure 8, a video- audio receiver 
and demodulator 110) coupled between the computer display device and the monitor 
wireless transceiver (see figure 8, a video- audio receiver and demodulator 110, display 
14, data radio modem 112) wherein a video- audio receiver and demodulator is 
configured to receive from the monitor wireless transceiver video data contained in 
wireless signal transmitted from the computer wireless transceiver (see figure 1, a 
video- audio receiver and demodulator 110 convert the RF signal receive from the 
transceiver of the base station 20 to provide the video data to display 14), translate the 
received video data to produce translated video data, and provide the translated video 
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data to the computer display device (see col.6, In.1 -15, a video- audio receiver and 
demodulator 110 convert the RF signal receive from the transceiver of the base station 
20 to provide the video data to display 14). 

It should be noticed that Riazi fails to teach a display driver. However, Beeteson 
teaches a display driver (see figure 3, col.3, In.16-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Beeteson into view of Riazi 
in order to provide the information to the user via a display screen. 

Regarding claim 2, Riazi further teaches a computer system wherein the 
computer wireless transceiver and the monitor wireless transceiver are configured to 
employ radio frequency (RF) communications (see figure 1, col.3, In.61). 

Regarding claim 3, after combine, Riazi further teaches a computer system 
wherein the computer wireless transceiver and the monitor wireless transceiver are 
configured to employ radio frequency (RF) communications (see figure 1, col.3, In.61). 
Beeteson teaches IR communication (see figure 3, IR transceiver 29). 

Regarding claim 5, Riazi further teaches said monitor wireless transceiver and 
said computer display device comprise a wireless computer monitor (see figures 1&8, 
wireless monitor 10, modem 112, display 14) and wherein said wireless computer- 
monitor further comprises: an audio port capable of connecting one or more audio 
devices to said wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, audio port 24, col.4, In.12-15); 
and an audio driver (see figure 8, video and audio 110); wherein said audio port and 
said audio driver are connected to said monitor wireless transceiver and are capable of 
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relaying data between said computer main unit and said one or more audio devices in a 
wireless manner (see figures 1,8, video and audio 110, audio port 24, computer 30). 

Regarding claim 6, Riazi further teaches the audio port and the audio driver 
relay data to and from the one or more audio devices (see figure 1, figure 8, audio port 
24, audio demodulator 110, speaker 52, MIC 54, col.4, In.25-40). 

Regarding claim 26, Riazi disclosed invention, but fails to disclose display 
driver. However, Beeteson teaches a display driver (see figure 3, col.3, In.16-36). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Beeteson into view of Riazi 
in order to provide the information to the user via a display screen. 

7. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter, “Riazi”) in view of Beetesson 
et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5,877,745, hereinafter, “Beetesson”) as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Nakavama et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5,280,583, 
hereinafter, “Nakavama”). 

Regarding claim 7, Riazi further teaches said monitor wireless transceiver and 
said computer display device comprise a wireless computer monitor (see figures 1&8, 
wireless monitor 10, modem 112, display 14) and wherein said wireless computer- 
monitor further comprises: a keyboard port capable of connecting a keyboard to said 
wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, monitor 10, keyboard port 32); and wherein 
said keyboard port is connected to said monitor wireless transceiver and axe capable of 







Application/Control Number: 09/994,634 
Art Unit: 2618 


Page 9 


relaying data from said keyboard to said computer main unit in a wireless manner (see 
figure 1, figure 8, modem 112, keyboard 90, keyboard port 32, col.6, In.29-36). 

Riazi and Beetesson, in combination, fails to teach a keyboard driver. However, 
Nakayama teaches a keyboard driver (see figure 6, keyboard driver 12, col.9, ln.40-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Nakayama into view of Riazi 
and Beetesson in order to store the code inputting from the keyboard as suggested by 
Nakayama at col.9, ln.45-46. 

Regarding claim 8, Riazi further teaches said monitor wireless transceiver and 
said computer display device comprise a wireless computer monitor (see figures 1&8, 
wireless monitor 10, modem 112, display 14) and wherein said wireless computer- 
monitor further comprises: a pointing device port capable of connecting one or more 
pointing devices to said wireless computer monitor (see figure 8, mouse 16, it is clearly 
that there is a port for connecting the mouse 16); and wherein said pointing device port 
and said pointing device driver are connected to said monitor wireless transceiver and 
are capable of relaying data from said one or more pointing devices to said computer 
main unit in a wireless manner (see figure 8, modem 112, display 14, col.6, In.29-36). 

Riazi and Beetesson, in combination, fails to teach a pointing device driver. 
However, Nakayama teaches a pointing device driver (see figure 6, PD driver 13, col.9, 
ln.45-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Nakayama into view of Riazi 
and Beetesson in order to store the code inputting from the pointing device as 
suggested by Nakayama at col.9, ln.45-50. 

8. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter, “Riazi”) in view of Gawne (US 
Pub. No.: 2002/0165007). 

Regarding claim 27 . Riazi disclosed invention, but fails to teach a second 
wireless monitor, and wherein each of said first and second wireless monitors has a 
unique address for wireless communication, such that each of said first and second 
wireless monitors is capable configured to receive unique data from said computer 
concurrently with the other of said first and second wireless monitors. However, Gawne 
teaches a second wireless monitor, and wherein each of said first and second wireless 
monitors has a unique address for wireless communication, such that each of said first 
and second wireless monitors is capable configured to receive unique data from said 
computer concurrently with the other of said first and second wireless monitors (see 
[0006], 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Gawne into view of Riazi in 
order to provide a low cost system as suggested by Gawne at [0004], 
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9. Claims 9-10, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter, “Riazi”) in 
view of Batke et al. (US Patent No.: 7,200,649, hereinafter, “Batke”) and further in 
view of Arnold et al. (US Patent No.: 5,905,719, hereinafter, “Arnold”). 

Regarding claim 9 , Riazi teaches a computer system, comprising (see figure 1): 
a computer wireless transceiver (see figure 1, figure 9, modem 128), coupled to 
said computer main unit (see figure 1, computer 30, base station 20 which include 
modem 128), for relaying wireless communications to and from said computer main unit 
(see figure 1, computer 30, base station 20 which include modem 128); and 

a first wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, wireless monitor 10), said first 
wireless computer monitor comprising; a monitor wireless transceiver performing 
wireless communications (see figure 8, modem 112); and a computer display device 
connected to said monitor wireless transceiver (see figure 8, modem 112, display 14), 
said monitor wireless transceiver is configured to wirelessly communicate with computer 
wireless transceiver (see figures 1,8-9, monitor 10 is wirelessly communicate with base 
station 20 via wireless link 12). 

It should be noticed that Riazi fails to teach a computer main unit having a unique 
address associated therewith, However, Batke teaches a computer main unit having a 
unique address associated therewith (see col.13, In.8-45, each computer assign its own 
unique address). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Batke into view of Riazi in 
order to support multiple computers over network. 

Riazi and Batke, in combination, fails to teach said wireless communication 
includes data and said unique address. However, Arnold teaches said wireless 
communication includes data and said unique address (see col.6, In.13-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Arnold into view of Riazi and 
Batke in order to support multiple computers over network. 

Regarding claim 10, Riazi further teaches a computer system wherein the 
computer wireless transceiver and the monitor wireless transceiver are configured to 
employ radio frequency (RF) communications (see figure 1, col.3, In.61). 

Regarding claim 12, Riazi further teaches said wireless computer-monitor 
further comprises: an audio port capable of connecting one or more audio devices to 
said wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, audio port 24, col.4, In. 12-15); and an 
audio driver (see figure 8, video and audio 110); wherein said audio port and said audio 
driver are connected to said monitor wireless transceiver and are capable of relaying 
data between said computer main unit and said one or more audio devices in a wireless 
manner (see figures 1, 8, video and audio 110, audio port 24, computer 30). 

Regarding claim 13, Riazi further teaches the audio port and the audio driver 
relay data to and from the one or more audio devices (see figure 1, figure 8, audio port 
24, audio demodulator 110, speaker 52, MIC 54, col.4, In.25-40). 
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10. Claims 11. 14. and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter. “Riazi”) in 
view of Batke et al. (US Patent No.: 7.200.649. hereinafter. “Batke”) and further in 
view of Arnold et al. (US Patent No.: 5,905,719, hereinafter. “Arnold”) as applied to 
claim 9 above, and further in view of Beetesson et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5.877.745. 
hereinafter. “Beetesson”). 

Regarding claim 11, Riazi, Batke, and Arnold, in combination, fails to teach IR 
communication. However, Beetesson teaches IR communication (see figure 3, IR 
transceiver 29). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Beetesson into view of Riazi, 
Batke, and Arnold in order to support short range. 

Regarding claim 14, Riazi teaches said wireless computer monitor further 
comprises a video-audio receiver and demodulator connected between said computer 
display device and said monitor wireless transceiver, the monitor wireless transceiver to 
receive wireless signals containing video data, the a video-audio receiver and 
demodulator to translate video data contained in the received wireless signals to 
translated video data provided to the computer display device (see col.6, ln.1-15, a 
video- audio receiver and demodulator 110 convert the RF signal receive from the 
transceiver of the base station 20 to provide the video data to display 14). 

It should be noticed that Riazi fails to teach a display driver. However, Beeteson 
teaches a display driver (see figure 3, col.3, In.16-36). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Beeteson into view of Riazi 
in order to provide the information to the user via a display screen. 

Regarding claim 24, after combine, Riazi teaches a wireless computer monitor 
(see figure 1). Beeteson further teaches said monitor further comprises a display driver 
connected between said computer display device and said monitor wireless transceiver 
(see figure 3, monitor 20 is included display screen 22, display driver 21, RF transceiver 
28). 

11. Claims 21 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter. “Riazi”) in view of Batke 
et al. (US Patent No.: 7.200.649. hereinafter. “Batke”) and further in view of Arnold 
et al. (US Patent No.: 5,905,719, hereinafter. “Arnold”) as applied to claim 9 above, 
and further in view of Gawne (US Pub. No.: 2002/0165007). 

Regarding claim 21 . Riazi teaches a wireless computer system that included 
wireless monitor and wireless PC. Riazi, Batke, and Arnold, in combination, fails to 
teach a second wireless monitor, said second wireless computer monitor having a 
unique address for wireless communication, and including a monitor wireless 
transceiver performing wireless communications, and a computer display device 
connected to said monitor wireless transceiver of the second wireless computer 
monitor, wherein said second wireless monitor is configured to receive unique data from 
and transmit unique data to said computer main unit in a wireless manner through said 
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monitor wireless transceiver and said computer wireless transceiver, concurrently with 
said first wireless computer monitor. However, Gawne teaches a second wireless 
monitor, said second wireless computer monitor having a unique address for wireless 
communication, and including a monitor wireless transceiver performing wireless 
communications, and a computer display device connected to said monitor wireless 
transceiver of the second wireless computer monitor, wherein said second wireless 
monitor is configured to receive unique data from and transmit unique data to said 
computer main unit in a wireless manner through said monitor wireless transceiver and 
said computer wireless transceiver, concurrently with said first wireless computer 
monitor (see [0006], it is clearly seen that the each of the operator unit should include 
the wireless transceiver in order to communicate wirelessly with personal computer). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Gawne into view of Riazi, 
Batke, and Arnold in order to provide a low cost system as suggested by Gawne at 
[0004], 

Regarding claim 30, Gawne further teaches the first wireless computer monitor 
also has a unique address (see [0006]). 
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12. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Riazi et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 6,748,005, hereinafter. “Riazi”) in view of Batke 
et al. (US Patent No.: 7.200.649. hereinafter. “Batke”) and further in view of Arnold 
et al. (US Patent No.: 5,905,719, hereinafter. “Arnold”) as applied to claim 9 above, 
and further in view of Nakavama et al. (U.S. Patent No.: 5.280.583. hereinafter. 
“Nakavama”). 

Regarding claim 22, Riazi further teaches a keyboard port capable of 
connecting a keyboard to said wireless computer monitor (see figure 1, monitor 10, 
keyboard port 32); and wherein said keyboard port is connected to said monitor wireless 
transceiver and axe capable of relaying data from said keyboard to said computer main 
unit in a wireless manner (see figure 1, figure 8, modem 112, keyboard 90, keyboard 
port 32, col.6, In.29-36). 

Riazi, Batke, and Arnold, in combination, fails to teach a keyboard driver. 
However, Nakayama teaches such feature (see figure 6, keyboard driver 12, col.9, 
ln.40-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Nakayama into view of 
Riazi, Batke, and Arnold in order to store the code inputting from the keyboard as 
suggested by Nakayama at col.9, ln.45-46. 

Regarding claim 23, Riazi further teaches a pointing device port capable of 
connecting one or more pointing devices to said wireless computer monitor (see figure 
8, mouse 16, it is clearly that there is a port for connecting the mouse 16); and wherein 
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said pointing device port and said pointing device driver are connected to said monitor 
wireless transceiver and are capable of relaying data from said one or more pointing 
devices to said computer main unit in a wireless manner (see figure 8, modem 112, 
display 14, col.6, In.29-36). 

Riazi, Batke, and Arnold, in combination, fails to teach a pointing device driver. 
However, Nakayama teaches such feature (see figure 6, PD driver 13, col.9, ln.45-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Nakayama into view of 
Riazi, Batke, and Arnold in order to store the code inputting from the pointing device as 
suggested by Nakayama at col.9, ln.45-50. 

Conclusion 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A. Pham whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8097. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 
8:30 AM-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Anderson can be reached on (571) 272-4177. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have question on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 


/TUAN A PHAM/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2618 

Tuan Pham 



